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Special Report Female Profile, System Response Data and Recommendations
Data Report(July 1, 2@0-June 30, 2Q))

Introduction

This report contains a variety of data regarding females under the supision of Juvenile Court who
would not only have been eligible for placement in a state training school (STS) setting in accordance
with lowa Code 232.52(2) between July 1,22Gand June 30, 2P1, but whom Juvenile Court Services
(JCS) confirms that typef placement would have been pursuedit is intended to further contribute

to informed decisiorimaking related to this population of young women to ensure they receive
appropriate, femaleresponsive services and supervision while providing for public sigfe

This report is a variation on other similar such repotta that it looks specifically at girls who JCS would
havereferred to a level of care that does not currently exist in lowa for girlin addition to this data
report, a survey of the assigneguvenile court officers for this cohort was conducted in November
2020 in order to ascertain information that could not be obtained from the case management system
as quantitative data. Those results will be reported separately.

Methodology

Unless otlerwise noted, all data included in this report as compiledin October 202Xor the cohort.
Records were extractedfrom the lowa Justice Data Warehouse, a repository of key criminal justice
data, from the Judicial Branch Court Case Management System (CMB& CMS contains both adult
and juvenile case information.

As noted above, thecollective of femalesinitially identified for potential inclusionin the cohort was
determined by establishing those who had a new complaint between July 1, 2020 &agtembe 30,
2021. This group was then furthemalyzed to determine ifthe eligibility criteriafor placement in an
STS setting as enumerated in lowa Code 232.52(@% met, resulting in 56 possibléemale candidates.
Finally the 56 females who methe eligibility criteria were presented to CSBased on their knowledge
of the case, youth involved and experience, JCS determintaeéy would likely have pursued an STS
level of care for25 of the 56 female$iad one existed.

The cohort does not includéemales whowere/are under longterm JCS supervision whdid not have
a new complaintduring the report period. These cases would be eligible, but did not meet the criteria
of the current result set.CJJP has confirmed at least three such cases.

CoVIBL9
In CY201%here were a total of 13,316 juvenile complaints. In CY2020, that numbemreased nearly

24%o0 10,125TheCY202tomplaints werecomparable to CY202@t 10,671The reduction is due to a
multitude of factors stemming from the COVIRL9 pandemic.

1 The Deep End: Female Profile, System Response Data and Recommendations for SFY19; The Deep End: Serious,
Violent, Chronic Female Offenders data report, SFY 2018 and SEM®81/fhumanrights.iowa.gov/criminal
juvenilejusticeplanning/femalesandjuvenilejustice
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In general, the overall reduction in juvenile complaints has resulted in fewer youth having contact with
the juvenile justice systemTlhe existence of a new complaint between July 1, 2020 and September 30,
2021 was the establishing criteria for potential ilusion in the cohort represented in this report,
therefore, it is highly likely that both the number of females eligible (56) and the number of females in
the report cohort (25) isalso reduceddue to the unique circumstance of the COVAD® pandemic.

KeyFindings

U For this cohort, over representation of AfricarAmerican females began in their first contact
with the system, where they made uB3.3% of the females whose first complaint came before
the age of thirteen and ended with then experiencing a highemamount (53.8% of those held)
and duration(62.5% of thog heldover 180days)of secure detention and waiver to adult court
(57.26 of those waived)The general population of Africasdmerican females age 10 to 17 in
lowa is currently 3.5%Due to the pewasivenessof disparitesx EQEET )1 xA80 EOOAT
system it is recommended to examine thecurrent practice, policies and tools at atlecision
points to identify biasand implementnecessarychangesto mitigate those biases.

U This cohort of justie-involved females receivedextensive community-based services and
residential placement servicesThe entire cohortreceived at least one while 68% received
more than ten and24% receigd more than twenty. Those services and placements were also
generally extended in duration(80% received two years or morand 32% received over four
year98 4 EEO AT ET 00 1 AandHkdlibbdd Af@risTSkeveFolxéspolse didndt &£l O
stem from an inadequate quantity of other services or placementsWhile sinilar, this is
substantially more prominent for this cohort than those ipreviousdata reports®.

U While more than half (64% of the cohort first came into contact with thejuvenile justice
system under a complaint with the highest charge of a Simple Misdeanor or below, a larger
number (724 had at least one felony offense over the course of their involvement in the
juvenile justice system.

0 Among juvenile charges, theroperty charge type had the highest volume Ninetysix percent
of the cohort had a least oneproperty type chargdallegation. This wagollowed by 88% of
the cohort with at least one violent type charge/allegation, while onl2% dhe cohort had at
least one drug type charge/allegationThe violent charge type was consistently highest i
previousdata report findings using abroader cohort.

U 23of the 25 females in the cohort(929% had more than 30 days of detention hold$30.9%
greater thanthe 2019 eligibleonly cohort). Further,8 of the 25 females(324 had more than
180 days of detation holds (19.1%reater thanthe 2019 eligibleonly cohort).

2Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2020). "Easy Access to Juvenile Populationr2019900nline.
Available:https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/

3The Deep End: Female Profile, System Response Data and Recommendations for SFY19; The Deep End: Serious,
Violent, Chronic Female Offenders dataoepSFY 2018 and SFY 2Q1it#ps://humanrights.iowa.gov/criminal
juvenilejusticeplanning/femalesandjuvenilejustice

4| Page


https://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/
https://humanrights.iowa.gov/criminal-juvenile-justice-planning/females-and-juvenile-justice
https://humanrights.iowa.gov/criminal-juvenile-justice-planning/females-and-juvenile-justice

Theaverage length ofa singlestayin detention for all juvenile justice involved girlsnot just
those eligible for an STS level of responseas B.5 days in calendar year ZW. This was a
increase from 15.7 days in calendar year 2019.

U Of this cohort of juvenile justice involved gir|¥2% had no placement in Rsychiatric Medical
Institution for Children PMIQ facility. This is consistent with previousimilar data report
findings.

Background

In February 2017, the lowa Girls Justice Initiative (IGJI) planning group, an Ad Hoc committee of the
lowa Task Force for Young Women (ITFYW), issued a rep8erious, Violent and Chronic Juvenile
Female Offenders: Service and System Recommemdafor lowawhich detailed recommendations
related to females who have serious, violent and chronic offense histories in lowaafffll report can

be found at the following link:

https://humanrights.iowa.gov/criminajjuvenilejusticeplanning/femalesandjuvenilejustice

&1 O bpOOPI OAOG T &£ OGEA )'*) DIATTEIC CcOi 6bh OOAOQEIT OC
placement in a state taining school setting as defined in lowa Code 232.52(2), regardless of whether

a placement occurred. Although the IGJI planning group recommended this section of lowa Code be
OAOEOEOAA O1 OAT OOOA OEAO OEA Al BfakeAcEdnig éetiousA OE OA OF
OET 1 AT O AT A AE @dmhiristhe agrdedAporisfaduérd for ydat® who have exhausted

the options available in the juvenile justice system and are the greatest risk to public safety.

The ITFYW, a sutommittee of the Jwenile Justice Advisory Council (JJAC), served as the
collaborative core for the 1IGJI Ad Hoc committee and expanded its membership to include a broader
range of juvenile justice system officials and stakeholders necessary to the development of the
recommerdations. The ITFYW and JJAC have continued to pursue implementation of the 1GJI
recommendations. An abbreviated list of the IGJI recommendations can be found in Appendix

Special ReportEemale Profile, System Response Data and Recommendaisoagontnuation of that
work. Previous data reports entittedThe Deep End: Female Profile, System Response Data and
Recommendations andhe Deep End: Serious, Violent and Chronic Female Offenders Data Report
also availablé.

Cohort
All data included in ths report represent a cohort of25young women under juvenile court jurisdiction

determined to be eligible for placement in a state training school setting, as outlined in lowa Code
§32.52 (2)with a new complaint between July 1, 2P0 and June 30, 2P1and likely to have been
placement in such a setting were it availahldt is important to note thatin 201he process by which
this type of cohort was identified was improved for accuracyTherefore, any comparison of data

4 https://humanrights.iowa.gov/criminajuvenilejusticeplanning/femalesandjuvenilejustice
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should involve onlyreports after SFY17 and not earlier data report&dditionally, directcomparisons
cannot be fully made as previous reports involved all eligible females while this report involves eligible
females likely to have been placednaking the cohorts differently defined.

lowa Code §232.52(2) ~ State Training School (STS) Eligibility Criteria

OA8 '1T 1T OAAO OOAT OEAOOET ¢ OEA COAOAEAT OEEDP 1 £ OEA
of the court for the purposes of section 232.54, to the director of the depent of human services for

purposes of placement in the state training school or other facility, provided that the child is at least

twelve years of age and the court finds the placement to be in the best interests of the child or necessary

for the protection of the public, and that the child has been found to have committed an act which is a
forcible felony, as defined in section 702.11, or a felony violation of section 124.401 or chapter 707, or the
court finds any three of the following conditions etis

(1) The child is at least fifteen years of age and the court finds the placement to be in the best interests

of the child or necessary to the protection of the public.

(2) The child has committed an act which is a crime against a person and whictbe@mdggravated
misdemeanor or a felony if the act were committed by an adult.

(3) The child has previously been found to have committed a delinquent act.

j1Tq 4eEA AEEI A EAO POAOGEI 001 U AAAT bpiI AAAA ET A OOA
supervised community treatment program established pursuant to section 232.191, subsection 4, as a
OAOGOI O T &2# A POET O AAI ET NOAT AU AAEOAEAAOQEIT 846

Of the 25 females identified in this cohort as beingoth eligible for and likely to beplaced in a state

training school settingoneil AO OEA OAO 1 AAOGO =T UAAOO T £ ACA C A
lowa Code section above. The remainirigtfemales met at least three of the four criteria enumerated

in that same Code sectiorFour females met all four citeria, while 20 met three out of four criteria.

The criteria met by that group oR0is detailed in Table 1.

Tablel:Number of Females in Cohort Who Met Each STS Eligibility Criteria

Code Criteria Number of Females Who MeB of 4 Criteria (N=20)
At least 15 years of age 16

Aggravated misdemeanor or higher 8

Previously adjudicated delinquent 17

Prior placement 19

Table 2 and 2a below detail the eligibility criteria met by the 2020/2021 cohort profiled in this special
report compared to the cdort profiled in SFY19t is important to remember the distinction between

the two cohorts. TheSFY19 cohort involved a8TSeligible females while the 2020/21 cohorinvolves
ST&eligible females likely to have been placed.
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Table 22020/21 Cohons. SFY1$TS Eligibl€ohort

Number & Number &
. percent who met | percent who met
e criteria in 2020/21| criteria in SFY19
(n=25) (n=85)
At least 12 years
old + forcible 1 (4.0%) 18 (21.2%)
felony
All four other 4 (16.0%) 11 (1.9%)
criteria met
The single/EAT A1 A xET 1T AO OEA OAO 1 AAOGO T UAAOO 1T £ ACA

232.52(2vasWhite (Table 2).

Table 2a2020/21 Cohonis. SFY1SETS Eligibl€ohort3 out of 4 Criteria
Remaining females who met at least tiee of the four criteria enumerated in that same Code section.

Number & percent | Number & percent
Code Criteria who met criteria who met criteria
2020/21 (n=20) SFY19 (n=56)

Atleast 15 years 16 (80.0%) 55 (98.2%)
of age
Aggravated
misdemeanor or 8 (40.0%) 29 (51.8%)
higher
Previously
adjudicated 17 85.0%) 38 (67.9%)
delinquent
Prior placement 19 05.0%) 46 (82.1%)
TOTAL who met 3
out of 4 criteria + 20(80.0%) 56 (65.9%)
percent of ALL

A large majority (80%)f girls were eligiblebecause theymet three of four enumeratedcriteria (Table
2a). Compared to the 2019 cohorteligible only), the 2020/21 cohorteligible and likely placed)

* hasa substantiallylower proportion of girls who meet the age criteria-18.2%);

* hasa lower proportion of girls who met the aggravated misdemeanor or higher criterial(l.8%);
* has a substantially higher proportion of girls who were previously adjudicated (+17.1%); and
* has a higher proportion of girls who had a prior placement (+12.9%).

Prior placementsand previous adjudicationgollowed by age are the primary drivers of eligibilitfor

the 2020/21 cohort, while age and prior placements were the primary drivefeligibility for the SFY19
cohort.
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Demographics

Figure 12020/2XCohortby Race/Ethnicity

Alother @D 1

Hispanic o
African American D 11
White ) B3

0 5 10 15

African-American females
are  disproportionately
represented (44.0%)
within the cohort (Figure
1) The general population
of African-American
females age 10 to 17 in
lowa is currently 35%.
This  disproportionality
held trueacrossthe upper
age ranges: 4-year-olds

were 100% AfricaAmerican 15year-olds were 45.8%6 African Americargnd 16year olds were 33.3%

AfricanAmerican while the two youngestfemaleswere White.

KEY FINDING
For this cohort, over representation of

African -American females began in their

ere they
made up 33.3% of the females whose first
complaint came before the age of thirteen

and ended with them experiencing a higher

amount (53.8% of those held) and duration

(62.5% of those held over 180 days) of
secure detention and waiver to adult cour

first contact with the system, wh

(57.1% of those waived). The general

population of African
age 10 to 17 in lowa is currently 3.5%

to the pervasiveness of disparities within
justice

|l owads juvenile

recommended to examine the current
practice, policie s and tools at all decision

points to identify bias and implement

necessary changes to mitigate those biases.

-American females
1 Due

5Puzzanchera, C., Sladky, A. and Kang, W. (2020). "Easy Access to Juvepilafians: 19962019." Online.

Available:https://www.0jjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezapop/
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Figure 22020/2XCohortby Age at End of PeriodSeptembe 30, 2@))

11

The age range othe 2020/21
cohort at the end of the
period (Sept.30, 2@ was P-
16 years old (Figure 2) The
ages with the largest
representation were 15and
16year olds. These age

groups made up44.0%and

360 % of the cohort . e H o 0
' . AGE

respectively.

Figure 3:2020/21 Cohort by County of Residence

Lyon Osceola Dickinson EmEet Winnebago Worth Mitchell Howard
Winneshiek Allamakee
Fj Kossuth
Si8ux Obrien Clay Palo Alto Hancock Cerro Gordo Floyd Chickasaw
District 3 PVl pistrict 1
r{)‘ Humboldt Bremer
Plymouth Cherbkee Buena Vista Pocahontas Wright Franklin
District 2
Black Hawk Buchanan Delaware Duhéi]ue
J Webster Grund
Woodbury Ida Sac Calhoun Hamilton Hardin Ry
Pj Jackson
N Tama Benton Lifin
Mondna Crawford Carroll Greene Bobne Story Marshall
District 6
a Clinton
District 7
Cedar
Harrison Shelby Audubon Guthrie Dallas P Jasper Poweshiek
Scott
Muscatine
Ponawgﬁamie . Cass Adair Madison Warren Marion Mahaska Keokuk Washington
District 4
District 5 Louisa
) District 8
Mills Montgomery Adams Union Clarke Lucas Wapello
Fremont Page Taylor Ringgold Decatur Wayne Appanoose Davis Van Buren

Note:Size ofyellowflagsindicate concentration of state training school eligible femadiksly to have been placed.

It is noteworthy that this cohort of femalesis not concentrated solely inhigh-density population areas
but rather is distributed throughout lowa (Figure 3) This is consistent with previous, similar data

reports.
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Risk

Age at first offense is one of a limited number of static factors that can predict likely recidivism. Other

static risk factors include a history of violenbehavior, age of first substance use and parental

criminality?. Other research shows that adults view Africah i AOEAAT &£AT A1 A0 AO Ol A«
more adultlike than their White peers, especially in thege range of & & @dientially increasing the

likelihood of their first contact with the justice system coming at a younger age.

Figure 4: 2020/21 Cohdny Age at Time of First Complaint

2at age 10

5at age 15 o
(20.0%) (8.0%) 2atage 11

S5at age 12
(20.0%)

6atage 14
(24.0%)

5at age 13
(20.0%)

In this cohort, 9 of the 25 females 36.0%) were not yet teenagers when thdyad their first complaint
(Figure 4) Of those 9 females under age thirteen5 (55.5%) were White3 (33.3%) were African
American,and1(11%)wasO! 1 1  (s€&Blfo@ppendiC: Additional Risk Related Data).

Risk AssessmeniThe lowa Delinquency Assessment (IDA) is a validated risk assessitoah used by
juvenile court to assess the criminal and social history of youth to identify risk (short form) and assist
with case planning (long form). The IDA shaefdrm is scored and entered into th&Case Management
System CMS. It provides separatescores for criminal and social history and combines them to obtain
an overall risk level for recidivism.

6Vincent, G. G. (2012). Risk Assessment in Juvenile Justice: A Guidebook for Implementation. Chicago: John D. and
Catterine T. MacArthur Foundation, Models for Change Initiative.

" Epstein, R. B. (201Tirlhood Interrupted: The Erasure of Bl&eknalesChildhoodWashington D.C.

Georgetown Law.
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Table 32020/21 Cohoriowa Delinquency Assessmeast

N % First N %
Assessment Assessment
IDA Level: IDA Level:
UNK 0 0% UNK 0 0%
LOW 0 0% LOW 5 20.0%
MOD 1 4.0% MOD 10 | 40.0%
HIGH 24 96.0% HIGH 9 36.0%
.1 OAg O5.+6 EIT AEAAOAO OEAO 11 OEI OO A& O )Ys$! xAO & 01 A

As shown in Table 3,\bthe time they have become eligible faand likely to have been placed ian STS
placement(highest assessment)all but one of these females were at high risk to recidivate (see also
AppendixC: Additional Risk Related Data)

Services and Placements

Table 4:2020/21 Cohorby Number
ReceivingServices and Placements

Combined
PlacementsCombined N %
O/None 0 0%
1to5 1 4.0%
61to 10 7 28.0%
11to 15 7 28.0%
16 to 20 4 16.0%
Over 20 6 24.0%
TOTAL 25 100%

Whether taken separately(Table 4)or
together (Table 4a & Table 4hYthe data reflect
that this cohort of females haseceivedboth
community-based services andut-of-home
placements (incliding shelter staysand
detention holds).

African-American females are
disproportionately represented in each
AAOACT OURL tABRAMMGEAO AOA 11

AEODOI Pl OOET 1T AOAT U1t ADPOAOA
150 4 ¢f 7 girlsor 57.1%category.
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Table 4a: 2020/21 Cohdsy Table 4b: D20/21 Cohorby

Number of ServiceReceived Number of Placements
Number of Services Placements
O/None 1 4.0% O0/None 0 0%
lto5 10 40.0% 1to5 5 20.0%
6to 10 10 40.0% 61010 12 48.0%
11 or more 4 160% 11 or more 8 32.00
TOTAL 25 100% TOTAL 25 100%

AEA1dmord OAOOE A Asthadk AprA10#hiteland 3 Africahmerican females, while the
Oz 1T O i10A6 DI AAAI AT OO AAOACIT ouerita®enialdshsde aBd 1T £ X
AppendixD: Additional Service and Placement Related Data).

KEY FINDING

This cohort of justice  -involved females
received extensive community -based
services and residential placement services.
The entire cohort received at least one,
while 68% received more than t en and 24%
received more than twenty. Those services
and placements were also generally

extended in duration (80% received two
years or more and 32% received over four
years). This cohort of fe
and likelihood of an STS level of respon se
did not stem from an inadequate quantity
of other services or placements. While
similar, this is substantially more
prominent for this cohort than those in
previous similar data reports.
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Figure 5: 2020/21 Cohdy Total Duration of Services and Placents Received

OVer 4 years | (33.3%
310 4 years | susee—  (29.3%)
210 3 YEarS |—— > (20.8%0)
110 2 years [ 3 (12.5%)
1 year or eSS | e 1(4.2%)
No Services or Placements Provided 0 (0.0%)

Note: The sum of days for all services and placements received serves as an indicator of service intensity. The duration of
services for open services is calculated as oétitkof the fiscal year. Services may or may not be provided in full day
increments. Placements are provided in full day increments.

As shown in Figure 58A 1 AOCAOO AAOACI OU &I O AOOAOQEITT 1T &£ OAOO
at 33.3%. This catemry was made up 0650.0% White females37.%6 AfricamAmerican females and2.86
011 1 OEAOG6 AAIT Al B additignadDelicelahdPlacemedtBRAlatell Dadn).

Supervision

Table 52020/21 Cohotby Number of Table 6:2020/21 Cohoitvy Number of
Informal AgreementsStarted* Formal Probations Started

Number of Formal

Agreements N % Probations N %

0/None 15 | 60.0%] | O/None 7 28.0%

1 8 | 32.0%( |1 6 24.0%

2 1| 40%|]|2 6 24.0%

3 1| 40%||3 5 20.0%

TOTAL 25 | 100%| | 4 1 4.0&
TOTA 25 100%

*As indicated by the presence of Informal Agreement and Formal Probation start dates during the eligibility period
only. Those occurring prior to the eligibility periddOA ET OEA O/ 7. 11 A6 AAOACI ous
Note: Appendix A contains a variety of cgsecessing definitions.

The largest single category of Informal Agreementiuring the eligibility periodx AO OP ¥ 60.0006A6 A O
(Table 5)and was comprised of8 White, 6 African-American and1O0! 11/ OEA0O6 AAIT Al AO
Probations during the eligibility period (Table 6) were distributed evenly across categories with the

exception of one outlier who was placed on four formal probationgsee also AppendiE Additional

Supervision Related Data).
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Figure6: 2020/21 Cohotvy Total Time in Days
from Case Initiation to Final Case Status

15(60.0%)

6 (24.0%)
3(12.0%)

1(4.0%)

Status Unknown 501 to 1000 1001 to 2000 Over 2000 Days
(1.3t0o2.7yrs.) (2.7t05.4yrs.) (more than 5.4 yrs.)

Note: Total time in days from the first Case Initatidate to the last Milestone Status entered.

4EA OzPPx OI T RFFRureieids Eomprided a7AagidadAnerican,7 Whiteand10! 1 |
| OEAO6 £AI Al A0 E AdbifonafSugzivision Réakell Bafa

Complaints and Charges

Figure 7: 2020/21 Cohdsy Total Number of Complaint®keceived

1 to 5 Complaints

ver 20 Complaints
16to 28 3(12.0%)

0,

Complaints, 2(8.0%
4.0%)

11to0 15 /
Complaints 6

(24.0%)

6to 10
Complaints 13
(52.0%)

Note: Count of all juvenile complaints received by the end of the state fiscal@earplaints may contain one or
more charges.

Eighty-eight percent of the cohort had six or moretotal complaintswith one or more charges in each

complaint (Figure 7) The graup with 11 complaints or more @as 33.3% White and 66.6% Afriean
American(Figure 8).
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Figure 8:Total Number of Complaints fo2020/21 Cohoitty Race/Ethnicity

14
12
10
i Over 20 Complaints
8 M 16 to 20 Complaints
6 M 11 to 15 Complaints
4 6 to 10 Complaints
2 i 1 to 5 Complaints
0 T
White African Hispanic All Other

American

Table7:2020/21 Cohoitvy Highest Charge in First Complaint

Felony Violent 1 4.0%
Felony NonViolent 2 8.0%
Serious and Aggravated Misdemeanors 6 24.0%
Simple Misdemeanor or Below 16 64.0%
TOTAL 25 100%
.1 OAd O"AlT xo6 AT AT I DBAOOAO Al1l AEAOCAO 1106 OEOEI ¢ Ol

Possession/Purchase of Alcohol by a Person under 18 (first offense).

TheTable7O3 Ei BT A - EOAAT AAT T ®4.0vpwas chrhpbes df neArk égldaCniuroers §
of White (8) and AfricarAmerican {) femaleswhile all three females with a felony offense severity as
the highest charge in their first complaint were AfricaAmerican(see also Appendi Additional

Complaint and Charge Da).
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Table 8:2020/21 Cohottty Race/Ethnicity and Total Number of Felo@harges

NUMBER O RACE/ETHNICITY
FELONY
CHARGES
0/None 5 [ 7146 1 | 143% | O | 0% | 1 |143%| 7 | 100%
1 [200%| 4 | 80.0% | 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 5 | 1009
2 1 [500%| 1 | 500% | 0 | 0% | O | 0% | 2 | 100%
3 1 | 1006| O 0% 0 | 0% | o | 0% | 1 | 100
4 3 [ 750%| 1 | 250% | O | 0% | O | 0% | 4 | 100%
5 1 [500%| 1 | 500% | O | 0% | O | 0% | 2 | 1009
6 1 [333%] 2 | 667/ | 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 3 | 1009
12 0 | 0% | 1 100% | O | 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 1009
TOTAL 13 [ 52.0%| 11 | 440% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 40%| 25 | 100%

Of the 18 females withfelony charges(Table 8) 44.4% wer&Vhite and 55.5% werafricanrAmerican
(See also Appendi¥for Aggravated, Serious and Simple Misdemeanor Charges)

KEY FINDING

While more than half
(64%) of the cohort first
came into contact with
the juvenile justice
system under a
complaint with the
highest charge of a
Simple Misdemeanor or
below, a larger numb er
(72%) had at least one
felony offense over the
course of their
involvement in the
juvenile justice system.
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Table 9:2020/21 Cohotthy Race/Ethnicy and Highest Offense SeveritgverReceived

RACE/ETHNICITY

Afncgn— Hispanic All Other Total
American
OFFENSE SEVERI N % N % N % %
Felony Violent 2 | 286%| 5 | 71.46| O 0% | 0 0% | 7 | 100%
Felony NonViolent 6 | 548%6| 5 | 45.8%6| O 0% | 0 0% | 11| 100%
Seious and
Aggravated 4 66.7%| 1 16.26| O 0% 1 16.26| 6 | 100%
Misdemeanors
Simple Misdemeanor | ;| 456001 o | 0% | 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 100%
or Below
TOTAL 13 | 52.0% | 11 | 44.0%| O 0% 1 40% | 25 | 100%

As shown in Table 972.0% of the females in the cohort had a felony as their higt offense severity

ever receiwed.

Figure 9: 2020/21 Cohdoly Charge Type and Volume

14 u Violent
M Property
10 1 Drug
i Public Order
3
oM
None 1 2t03 4 or more
Note: Each respective charge type totals tBefemales in the cohort.
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Figure 9 shows Property and Violent charge types made up the largest portion of charges for this
cohort (24 and 22 females with those elnge types, respectively. Conversely, only 3 females in the
cohort had a drug charge type.

While AfricanAmerican females are overepresented within all charge types, they are most over
represented(53.3%in the public order charge typgSee also Tablke 1013 below).

KEY FINDING

Among juvenile charges, the
property charge type had the
highest volume. Ninet  y-six
percent of the cohort had at least
one property type
charge/allegation. This was
followed by 88% of the cohort with

at least one violent type
charge/allegation, while only 12%
of the cohort had at least one drug
type charge/allegation. The
violent ch arge type was
consistently highest in previous
data report findings using a
broader cohort.

Table 102020/21 Cohotby Race/Ethnicity and Number of Violent Charges
RACE/ETHNICITY

NUMBER O
CHARGES

0/None 2 66.7% 1 33.3% 0 0% 0 0% 3 100%
1 1 25.0% 3 75.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 100%
2to 3 4 50.0% 3 37.%% 0 0% 1 12.56 8 100%
4 or more 6 60.0% 4 40.0% 0 0% 0 0% 10 | 100%
TOTAL 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0% | 25 100%
Of the 25females in the cohort88.0p EAA AO 1 AAOGO 11T A QrdelldT &6 T O OPAC
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Table 112020/21 Cohorby Race/Ethnicity and Number of Property Charges
RACE/ETHNICITY

NUMBER OF White AfricanrAmerican Hispanic All Other Total
CHARGES N % N % N % N % N %
0/None 1 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 | 100%
1 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 100%
2t03 4 66.7% 1 16.76 0 0% 1 16.26 | 6 100%
4 or more 5 35.7%0 9 64.3% 0 0% 0 0% 14 | 100%
TOTAL 13 | 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0% | 25 | 100%

Of the 25 females in the cohort,96.0% had at least one property charg&able 11)

Table 122020/21 Cohotty Race/Ethnicity and Number of Drug Charges

RACE/ETHNICITY

NUMBER OF White African-American Hispanic All Other Total
CHARGES N % N % N % N % N %
0/None 11 | 50.0% | 10 45.5% 0 0% 1 45% | 22 | 100%
1 1 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 100%
2t03 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100%
TOTAL 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 40% | 25 100%

Of the 25 females in the cohortonly 12%ad at least one drug chargéTable 12)

Table 132020/21 Cohotty Race/Ethnicity and Number of Public Order Charges

RACE/ETHNICITY

NUMBER O White African-American Hispanic All Other Total
CHARGES N % N % N % N % N %
0/None 7 70.0% 3 30.0% 0 0% 0 0% 10 | 100%
1 3 42.%% 4 57.2%6 0 0% 0 0% 7 100%
2t03 2 40.0% 2 40.0% 0 0% 1 20.0% | 5 100%
4 or more 1 33.3% 2 66.7% 0 0% 0 0% 3 100%
TOTAL 13 | 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0% | 25 | 100%

Of the 25 females in the cohort,60.0% had at least one public order char@€able 13)
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Table 4:2020/21 Cohorfop SixCharge Sub Typésby Race

Top 6 Charge Sub
Types Ever Received
by White Femalesn
the 2020/21 Cohort

(N=13)

Assault

Top 6 Charge Sub
Types Ever Received
by AfricanrAmerican

Femalesin the 2020/2
Cohort(N=11)

Theft

Assault (tie)

Vandalism

Theft (tie)

Public Order

Public Order

Alcohol (tie)

Vandalism

Property

Drug Possession (tie)

Burglary

Assault

Theft

Public Order (tie)

Vandalism (tie)

Burglary

Property

*Subtypes include: Alcohol, Assault, Burglary, Drug Possession, Drug Trafficking, FoFgandpMurder or
Manslaughter, Property, Public Order, Theft, Vandalism and Weapons

i OAd 4EA

(EOPAT EA AT A O!'11

/| OEAOG

AAOACT OEAO

The racial distribution across sutypes was negligible with the exception of theProperty subtype,
which was exclusively Africamerican, the Burglary sultype, which was predominantly African
American and the Alcohol and Drug Possession aypes, which were predominantly White.

Detention and Shelter Care
Holding a juvenile irdetention is intended to be used in juvenile justice to manage young offenders
for public safety and assuring court appearances. It is the most secure option available to the juvenile
court. Shelter care has broagr application in a nonsecure setting. Both are shortterm, so a stay
lasting more than 30 days would be considered longer than intended for either setting

Figure 10: 2020/21 Cohday Number of Detention Holds and Shelter Care

None

13
11

10

8 6 6

6

4

2 1

0
0
1

2to4

13

0

5 or more

i Detention
M Shelter Care

Figure 10 shows that females in this cohort had substantially more detention holds than shelter care
placements and they almost exclusiye had multiple detention holds, with 5 or more being the largest

category of detention holds.
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There were no femaledn this cohortwithout a detention hold. More than half (63.6%) of the African
American females in the cohort felhithe O X 1 O détdnt@ihbld category.

4EA O.1T1TA6 CcOl Obp mBiBwndite Aemalesand 58 A%\ ficansAM&ican females
Among those females who did have a shelter care placement, 50% wWaitdte, 41.6% werd\frican-
American and.3% wer®! 1 1/ OE A ®pendix® Adiitiokdl @etentibn and Shelter Care Data).

Figure 10a: 2020/21 Cohdnt Total Time Spent in Detention ahShelter Care

16
14

15
13
12
8
6 5 i Detention
i Shelter Care
2 1
0

No Holds or 30 daysorless 31to180days over 180 days
Placements

A
o

o N M OO

All females in the cohort spent time in detention, while just under half spent time in shelter care. The
largest category for time spent in detention was 31 to 180 days(thonths), yet approximately one
third of the cohort spent over 180 days (more than six months) in detention (Figure 10a).

Thel T1 U £AT A1 AO O EAOGA OYP AAUO ¥ BEI A@AP GB AUOHAT
categorywas 62.5%African-Americanand 37.5%Vhite.

4EA O.1T1TA6 CcOil 6P ET OEAI OAO AAOA-Ameldan fama®d. Whit# EE OA
and AfricanAmerican females in the cohort were distributed relatively evenly inti@Y P AAUO 1T O 1 A
AT A OYzx OdategoiiePandihd th®@femaleinOEA O OAO i P AAUO6 AAOACI
Ol 11 (s€2BEldo@ppendix F: Additional Detention and Shelter Care Data).

KEY FINDING

23 of the 25 females in the cohort (92%) had more than 30 days of
detention holds (30.9% greater than  the 2019 eligible -only cohort).
Further, 8 of the 25 females (32%) had more than 180 days of detention
holds (19.1% greater than  the 2019 eligible -only cohort).

The average length of a single stay in detention  for all juvenile justice
involved girls, not just those eligible for an STS level of response, was
19.5 days in calendar year 2020. This was an increase from 15.7 days

in calendar year 2019.
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Group Care and Psychiatric Medical Institute for Children (PMIC)

Both group care andPsychiatric Medical Institution for Childme (PMIQ placements are
therapeutically oriented and longer term than detention holds and shelter care placements.

Figure 112020/21 Cohotty Number of Group Care and PMIC Placements

20 18 18

15
10 i Group Care

u PMIC
S 3
Mo
0
None 1 2to4 5 or more

Figure 11 shows this cohort received residential therapeutic care in a group care rather than PMIC
setting, 21 of the 25 girls doing gwo or more times.Among the females with group care placements,
the racial distribution was approximately equal regardless of category.

AEA O.1T1TA6 cOi 6D ET 0-)# OADPOAOGAT OAA OEA OOAOOA
race/ethnicity (Figure 1)L Of those femalesvho did have a PMIC placemenb7.1%vere White, 28.5%
were AfricanAmerican and 4.2%vereclassifieda)! 1 1 / OEAO6 j OAA Al O | bPAT A

Care and PMIC Data).

KEY FINDING

Of this cohort of juvenile justice involved girls , 2% of the
cohort had no placement in a Psychiatric Medical

Institution for Children (PMIC) facility. This is consistent
with previous  similar data report findings.
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Figure 11e2020/21 Cohottby Total Time Spent in Group Care and PMIC Placements

20 18

15

10
10 M Group Care
u PMIC
5 5 6
5
3 2
0
0
No Placements 180 days or less 181 to 365 days over 365 days

Congruent with the number of group care and PMIC glements, this cohort spent a substantially

greater amount of time in group care settings than in PMIC settings (Figure 1Th& largestcategory
forgroupcarex AO O/ OAO Y WX A AU O 670%Mhitk, 200AIEanAindri@OdaddRd 1T £
O!'11 | oded 06 AEA

4EA O.1 01 AAAT AT 60G6 COI OP EIT 0-) #726d Blofdnadd OAA O
regardless of race/ethnicitfFigure 11a)0f those females who did have PMIC placement(s), most were

in a PMIC facility for less thah80days Thetwo femAl AO xEI xAOA ET OEA O:zi xz O
were White (see also Appendix G: Additional Group Care and PMIC Data).

Adult Waivers and Adult Charges

Table 152020/21 Cohoivy Race/Ethnicity and Waiver to Adult Court

DA

A » White African-American Hispanic All Other Total
A N % N % N % N % N %

No Waivers 10 | 55.6%| 7 38.9% | O 0% | 1 | 56%| 18 | 100%
Found

Waiver to

0, 0, [0)

Adult Court 3 42.%% 4 57.% 0 0% 0 0% 7 100%
TOTAL 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0%| 25 | 100%,

Table 15 shows thatfahe 25 females in the cohort,18(72%) did not have a waiver to adult couftee
Appendix A for case processing definitions including adult court waivers).
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Figure 12: 2020/21 Cohbgt Number of Adult Charges

6 Charges,

4 Charges,
4 (16.0%

1 (4.0%)

3 Charges,
2 (8.0%)
2 Charges,
3 (12.0%)
1 Charge,
4 (16.0%)

0 Charges,
11 (44.0%)

As shown in Figure 124(56.0%) of the25 femalesin this cohorthad one or more adult charges, with
those charges beingelatively evenly distributed over thecategories.

Table 162020/21 Cohonvith Adult ChargeAge

at Time of First AduIOfense

Of the 14 females with charges that

Age at First Adult Charge N % o e

15 1 7 % originated within the adult system, 6
(42.8%) had become adults by the time of

16 1 7.26 | their first adult charge, while the

17 6 42.8% | remaining8 (57.26) were under age 18 at
the time of their initial contact with the

18 6 42.8%6 adult system (Table 1&egardless of the

TOTAL 14 100% | outcome of that contact.

Table 172020/21 Cohonvith Adult Charges

by Charge Class of First Aduliffense

Charge Class N %

SMMS 7 50.0%
SRMS 3 21.4%6
AGMS 2 14.2%
FELC 2 14.20
TOTAL 14 100%

Table 17 indicates the severity of theharge
that resulted from these initial contacts with
law enforcement. The greatest portion
(50.0%) of these charges weresimple
misdemeanors.

Note: Scheduled violations, noscheduled
violations, civil penalties and any other
charge that did not rise tothe Simple

Misdemeanor level is not included. These were most often traffic violations.
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Appendices

Appendix A:Juvenile Justice System Flow Chart

Juvenile Delinquency Processing Flow Chart

School Community
Juvenile Taken

:

-

S

| Released
Q

.

a

Petition Filed
Waived to
Criminal Court or

8 Youthful Offender
=

(o]

>
£
h

=

0
(@)

Released

Notes: This flow chart has been updated as of May 2018, and is an overview
document that does NOT include every delinquency decision point.
*Youth can be detained at multiple decision points during the delinquency process.
** Most jurisdictions provide diversion for low level offenses referred to Juvenile Court Services. Includes many programmatic
options or sanctions (e.g. shoplifting, substance abuse education, mediation, community service, etc.).
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Appendix B: Case Processing Definitions

U Complaint/Referrag A juvenile complaint is an official claimy a number of sources, including law
enforcement, schools, social service agency, etc. that initiates court processing. All complaints are
referred to JCS, which provides juvenile intake and probation services.  Once the complaint is
received by JCSall available case information is entered into the lowa Court Information System
(ICIS). A juvenile court officer (JCO) reviews the charge or charges and makes a decision to:

0 Dismiss the matter without further action,

0 Refer the youth for participationin diversion programming, or

0 Schedule an intake interview.

U Intake interviewz A JCO conducts the initial review of all complaints filed against the youth. An
intake interview is a facaoEAAA [ AAOET ¢ AAOxAAT OEA *#/h OE!/
parent/s/guardian. At the intake, a JCO attempts to determine the needs of the youth and family
and potential issues related to public safety. The shdarm lowa Delinquency Assessment (IDA) is
a standardized risk assessment instrument completed at intake toform delinquency case
planning. At the intake step, JCOs typically direct youth into one of two tracks:

0 Diversion:JCOs provide informal adjustments for a substantial percentage of youth referred to
JCS at the intake stage. This option allows a youth teo&d having an official delinquency record
created for the alleged delinquent acts. Informal adjustments are diversion contracts that youth
enter into with JCOs, typically for youth who are younger, youth alleged with less serious
offenses, and firsttime offenders. JCS provides a number of options for youth who are diverted
from formal system processing such as restitution, community service, prohibiting a youth from
driving, referral to a private agency for targeted services (e.g. life skills, alcohoMgl education,
shoplifting prevention), etc.

0 Petition: If a JCO determines that the youth is in need of more formal intervention, the JCO
refers the youth to the county attorney with a request that a delinquency petition be filed. The
county attorney may file a petition initiating the formal involvement of the court. After a petition
is filed there are a number of options available to the court:

9 Consent Decreg A juvenile court judge may decide to offer a youth the option of a consent
decree. A consendecree is similar in nature to an informal adjustment and allows the youth
an opportunity to avoid adjudication and more intensive sanctions.

1 AdjudicationHearingz The juvenile court conducts an adjudication hearing for the purpose of
determining whether a youth committed an alleged delinquent offense. This hearing occurs
after a reasonable period for facEET AET ¢ AU OEA Ul OOE80O AAAEAT OA
attorney. For cases in which the court concludes the youth did commit the alleged delinquent
act(s), the court will adjudicate the youth as a delinquent and order an appropriate disposition.
JCS staff completes the lonfprm IDA for youth who are adjudicated delinquent. The long
form of the IDA is a more comprehensive version of that instrumentitiv greater focus on
social elements and needs of the youth.
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If a youth is adjudicated as a delinquent or is granted a consent decree, the court conducts a
dispositional hearing to determine the rehabilitative services and treatment the youth will
receive The court often conducts a dispositional hearing as part of the adjudication hearing.
Dispositions from the juvenile court include one of two general outcomes:

V Probationz This is the most common type of disposition in juvenile court. It provides for
community-based, ongoing court supervision of the youth for a period of time. It is likely
to include one or more of the following: victim restitution, community service, driving
suspension or revocation, a juvenile detention facility hold, communitased delinquency
services, and tracking and electronic monitoring.

V Assignment to a juvenile treatment facilityThis type of disposition is typically applied to
youth with higher risk factors. This can include services such as: day treatment programs,
family foster care, group foster care, supervised apartment living,-patient psychiatric
care, or placement at the state training school.

1 Youthful Offender Statudn a very small number of cases involving youth, ages 15 and younger,
whom have been alleged t@ommit a serious, violent offense, there is the option for the adult
criminal court to exercise judicial jurisdiction while accessing programming and services in the
delinquency system.

1 Wavier of youth to adult criminal courin a relatively small numbenf cases involving very
serious offenses, a county attorney may request that the juvenile court grant a waiver (i.e.
transfer) of a juvenile delinquency case to the adult criminal court where more severe
sanctions may be imposed.
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AppendixC. Additional Risk Related Data

2020/21 Cohort Femaldxyy Race/Ethnicity and Age of First Complaint

RACE/ETHNICITY
AGE OF ; . . . .
FIRST White AfricanrAmerican Hispanic All Other Total
COMPLAINT N % N % N % N % N %
10 years 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100%
11 gars 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 | 100%
12 years 3 60.0% | 1 20.0% 0 0% 1 | 20.0%| 5 | 100%
13 years 1 20.0% | 4 80.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100%
14 years 5 83.3% | 1 16.%%6 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100%
15 years 2 40.0% 3 60.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 100%
Total 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0% 25 100%
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221
2020/21 Cohoirtemales by Race/Ethnicity and IDA Risk Level
RACE/ETHNICITY
White African | yesanic | AllOther | Total
American
IDARISK LEVEL N % N % N % N % N %
First Risk Unknown 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% | O | 1009
Assessment| LOW 3 | 60.0%| 2 | 40.0%| O 0% 0 0% 5 | 100%
MOD 5 | 50.0%| 5 | 50.0%| O 0% 0 0% | 10 | 10099
HIGH 5 | 50.0%| 4 | 40.0%| O 0% 1 | 10.0%6] 10 | 10099
Total 13| 52.0%| 11| 44.0%| O 0% 1| 4.0%| 25 | 100%
Final Risk | Unknown 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% | O | 10099
Assessment| LOW 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 100%
MOD 0 0% 1 1006 | O 0% 0 0% 1 | 100%
HIGH 13| 54.26| 10| 41.20| O 0% 1 4.26| 24 | 100%
Total 13| 52.0%| 11| 44.0%| O 0% 1| 4.0%| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221
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Appendix D: Additional Service and Placement Related Data

2020/21 Cohortemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Number of Services and PlacenRateived

S UNBER OF RACE/ETHNICITY

SERVICES White Al Hispanc | All Other Total
AND American

PLACEMENT{ N | % | N | % | N ]| % | N ]| % | N ]| %
1t05 1] 1006] 0| 0% | 0| 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 100%
60 10 4 | 57.% | 3 | 429 | 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 7 | 100%
11t0 15 > | 286%| 4 | 57.% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 143 7 | 100%
16 to 20 > | 500%| 2 | 500%| 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 4 | 100%
Over 20 4 | 667 | 2 | 333| 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 6 | 100%
Total 13 | 52.0% | 11| 440%| 0 | 0% | O | 40%| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Number of Services Received

RACE/ETHNICITY

NUMBER White AullE Hispanic All Other Total

OF American

SERVICES| N | % % | N % | N % | N | %
None 1] 7™ | 0] 0% | 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 40%
1to5 5 | 3856 4 |364%| 0 | 0% | 1 | 10% | 10 | 40.0%
60 10 6 | 462% | 4 |364%| 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 0 | 40.0%
1lormore| 1 | 72 | 3 | 273 0 | 0% | 0o | 0% | 4 | 160
Total 13 | 100099 11 |10004 0 | 0% | 1 | 10009 25 | 1000%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohoirftemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Number of Placements Received

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Afncgn— Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF AEEER

PLACEMENT{ N % N % N % N % %
1to5 3 | 23| 2 18.26| O 0% 0 0% 5 20.0%
6to 10 5 | 3856 6 5436 O 0% 1 1006 | 12 48.0%
11 or more 5 1383 | 3 | 213 | O 0% 0 0% 8 32.0%
Total 13 | 100%| 11 | 100%| O 100%| 1 100%| 25 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221
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2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Duration of Services and Placements

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Lt Hispanic | All Other Total

DURATION OF ATENELT

SERVICES N % N % N % N % N %

1 year or less 1 | 1006| O 0% 0 0% | O 0% 1 | 100%
1to 2 yess 0 0% | 3 | 1006 | O 0% | 0 0% | 3 | 100%
2to 3 years 1 | 20.0%| 4 | 80.0%| O 0% | O 0% 5 | 100%
31to 4 years 6 [85M| 1 | 143% | O 0% | O 0% | 7 | 100%
over 4 years 4 | 50.0%| 3 | 378 | O 0% | 1 | 128 | 8 | 100%
Total 12 | 50.0%| 11 | 45.8% | O 0% | 1 | 42 | 24 | 100%

The sum of days for all serviceglglacements received. Serves as an indicator of service intensity.

The duration of services for open services is calculated as of the end of the fiscal year.

Services mdynay not be provided in full day increments. Placements are in full day increments.
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Duration of Services

RACE/ETHNICITY
White s Hispanic | All Other Total

DURATION OF American
SERVICES N % N % N % N % N %
No Services Provided| 1 | 10006 | 0 0% 0 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
1 year or less 4 | 44.4%| 5 55.6% 0 0% 0 0% 9 | 100%
1to 2 years 3 | 60.0%| 2 40.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100%
210 3 years 2 | 50.0%| 2 50.0% | O 0% | O 0% | 4 | 100%
3to 4 years 1| 333 1 33.3% 0 0% 1 | 33.30] 3 | 100%
over 4 years 2 | 66.7% 1 33.3% 0 0% 0 0% 3 | 100%
Total 13| 52.000| 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 4.0% | 25 | 100%

The sum of days for all services received. Serves as an indicator of service intensity.

The duration of services for open services is calculated as efthef the fiscal year.

Services may or may not be provided in full day increments.

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221
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2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Duration of Placensent

RACE/ETHNICITY

African-

White . Hispanic All Other Total

DURATION OF AT

PLACEMENTS N % N % N % N % N %

1 year or less 3 37% | 5 62.3% | 0 0% 0 0% 8 100%
1to 2 years 4 400% | 6 | 60.0% | O 0% 0 0% | 10 | 100%
2 to 3 years 2 66.7% | O 0% 0 0% 1 333 3 100%
3to 4 years 3 1006 | O 0% 0 0% 0 0% 3 100%
Total 12 | 50.0% | 11 | 45.8% | O 0% 1 | 42%]| 24 | 100%

The sum of days for all placements received. Serves as an indicator of service intensity.

The duration of services for open placements is calculated as of the ¢imel figcal year.

Placements are provided in full day increments.

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221
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APPENDUDE: Additional Supervision Related Data

2020/21 Cohortemales by Racetknicity and Number of Informal Agreements Received

RACE/ETHNICITY
NUMBER OF . : ; . .
INFORMAL White African- American Hispanic All Other Total
AGREEMENTS N % N % N % N % N %
0 8 53.3% 6 40.0% 0 0% | 1 | 6.7 | 15| 100%
1 3 37.5% 5 62.3% 0 0% | O 0% 100%
2 1 100% 0 0% 0 0% | O 0% 100%
3 1 1% 0 0% 0 0% | 0 | 0% 100%
Total 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% | 0 | 40%| 25 | 100%
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 2021
2020/21 Cohorftemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Formal Probations
RACE/ETHNICITY
NUMBER OF White s Hispanic | All Other Total
FORMAL American
PROBATIONS N % N % N % N % N %
0 5 71.46 2 28.6% 0 0% | O 0% 7 | 100%
1 4 66.7% 2 33.3 0 0% | O 0% 6 | 100%
2 1 16. 76 4 66.7% 0 0% 1| 162 6 | 100%
3 4 60.0%| 2 40.0% 0 0% | O 0% 5 | 100%
4 0 0% 1 100% 0 0% | O 0% 1 | 100%
Total 13 | 52.0%| 11 44.0% 0 0% 1| 40% | 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 2021

2020/21 Cohoirftemales by Race/Ethnicity and Time from Case Initiation to Final Case Status

RACE/ETHNICITY

TIME FRO! - - . : : 1 oth |
INITIATION TO White African-rAmerican Hispanic All Other Tota
FINAL STATUS N % N % N % | N % [ N %
Status Unknown 1 | 100% 0 0% 0 0% | 0 0% 100%
501 to 1000 Days 3 | 50.0% 3 50.0% | O 0% | 0 0% | 6 | 100%
1001 to 2000 Days | 7 | 46.7% 7 46.7% | 0 0% | 1 | 6.7% | 15 | 100%
Over 2000 Days 2 | 66.7% 1 333 | 0 0% | 0 0% | 3 | 100%
Total 13 | 52.0% 11 44.0% | 0 0% | 1 | 40% | 25 | 100%

Total Time in Days from the first Case Initiation date to the last Milestone Status entered.
Prepared:October 221

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse
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APPENDDX: Additional Complaint and Charge Data

2020/21 CohorEtemales by Race/Ethnicity and Highest Charge in First Complaint

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Lt Hispanic | All Other | Total
American

SEVERITY OF OFFENSE | N % N % | N % | N % | N| %
Felony Violent 0 0% 1 | 100% | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 1| 100%
Felony NonViolent 0 0% | 2 | 1006| O 0% | 0 | 0% | 2 | 100%
Serious and Aggravated o o 0
Misdemeanors 5 | 83.3%| 1 | 16.%%| O 0% | 0 | 0% | 6 | 100%
Simple Misdemeanor o 0 0
or Below 8 | 50.0%| 7 | 43.8%| 0 0% | 1 | 6.3%| 16| 100%
Total 13 | 52.000| 11 | 44.0%| O 0% | 1 | 4.0%]| 25| 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Felony Charges

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Afrigarr Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF ATEEE

CHARGES N % N % N % | N % | N %

0 5 7146 | 1 14.3% | 0 0% | 1 | 14.36| 7 | 1009
1 1 | 20.0%| 4 80.0% | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 5 | 100%
2 1 | 50.0%| 1 50.0% | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 2 | 100%
3 1 | 1006 | O 0% 0 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 100%
4 3 | 75.0%| 1 25.0% | 0 0% | 0 | 0% | 4 | 100%
5 1 | 50.0%| 1 50.0% | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 2 | 100%
6 1 | 33| 2 66.7% | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 3 | 100%
12 0 0% 1 1006 | O 0% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 100%
Total 13 | 52.0% | 11 | 44.0% | O 0% | 1 | 4.0%]| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 2021
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2020/21 Cohortemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Aggravated Misdemea@harges

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Lt Hispanic | AllOther | Total

NUMBER OF ATBENELT

CHARGES N % | N % | N| % |[N| % [N] %

0 4 |80.0%| 1 | 200% | 0| 0% | 0| 0% | 5 | 100%
1 2 | 333%| 3 | 500% | 0 | 0% | 1 |16.%| 6 | 10094
2 3 | 600%| 2 | 400% | 0 | 0% | 0| 0% [ 5 | 10094
3 1 | 250%| 3 | 7500 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 4 | 1009
4 2 | 10%| o 0% | 0| 0% | 0| 0% | 2 | 1009
5 0| 0% | 1 | 1006 | 0 | 0% | 0| 0% | 1 | 100%
7 1 | 100%| O % | 0| 0% [ 0] ow | 110094
12 o | 0% | 1 | 100%| 0 | 0% | 0| 0% | 1 | 100%
Total 13 | 52.0%| 11 | 440% | O | 0% | O | 4.0%| 25 | 10094

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Serious Misdemeanor Charges

RACE/ETHNICITY
White QUi Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OFE American

CHARGES N % N % N % N % N %

0 2 66.7% 1 33.3% 0 0% 0 0% 3 100%
1 3 42. %% 3 42 .%% 0 0% 1 143% | 7 100%
2 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 100%
3 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100%
4 2 66.7% 1 33.3% 0 0% 0 0% 3 100%
5 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100%
6 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100%
10 0 0% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 1 100%
12 1 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 100%
Total 13 52.0% 11 44.0% 0 0% 1 40% | 25 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221
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Number of STS Eligible Females by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Simple Misdemeanor Charges

RACEETHNICITY
White Qs Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF ATENEEN

CHARGES N % N % N % N % N %

0 1 | 100 | 0 0% | 0 | 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
1 0 0% | 1 | 1% | 0 | 0% | 0 0% | 1 | 100%
2 1 | 1006 | 0 0% | 0 | 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
3 2 | 500%| 2 | 500%| 0 | 0% | O 0% | 4 | 100%
4 3 | 10060 | 0 0% | 0 | 0% | 0 0% | 3 | 100%
6 2 | 400%| 3 | 600%| 0 | 0% | O 0% | 5 | 100%
8 0 0% | 1 | 1006 | 0 | 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
9 2 | 1006 | 0 0% | 0 | 0% | 0 0% | 2 | 100%
10 0 0% | 3 | 750% | 0 | 0% | 1 | 2506| 4 | 100%
12 1 | 100%| 0 0% | 0 | 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
13 1 | 10% | o 0% | 0 | 0% | O 0% | 1 | 100%
24 0 0% | 1 | 10% | 0 | 0% | 0 0% | 1 | 100%
Total 13 [ 5200 11 ] 440%] 0 | 0% | 1 | 40% | 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

35| Page




APPENDIDG. Additional Detention and Shelter Care Data

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Detention Id®

RACE/ETHNICITY
White Lt Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF ATENGELT

HOLDS N % | N| % | N % | N| % | N | %
None o | ow| o] ow | o | 0% | o | 0% 0%
1 1 | 7m] 0o | 0% | o | 0% | o | 0% 4.0%
2t0 4 6 | 462 4 |364%| O | 0% | 1 | 1006 | 11 | 44.0%
5 or more 6 |46 7 |636%| 0 | 0% | 0 | 0% | 13 | 52.0%
Total 13 | 100%| 11 | 100%| O | 0% | 1 | 100%| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

2020/21 Cohoirftemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Shelter Care Placements

Prepared:October 221

RACE/ETHNICITY
White AT Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF TSGR

PLACEMENTS N % N % N % N % N %
None 7 53.8% 6 54.5% 0 0% 0 0% 13 | 52.0%
1 3 23.% 3 27.3% 0 0% 0 0% 6 24.0%
2t04 3 23.20 2 18.2% 0 0% 1| 1006 6 | 24.0%
S or more 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total 13 100% 11 100% 0 0% 1| 100%| 25 | 10%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse

Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Time Spent in Detention

RACE/ETHNICITY
White African-American Hispanic All Other Total
DURATION N % N % N % N % %
No Placements 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% | O 0% 0%
30 days or less 2 | 1546 O 0% 0 0% (0| 0% | 2 | 8.0%
31 to 180 days 8 61.90 6 54.5% 0 0% | 1| 1006 | 15| 60.0%
over 180 days 3 23.% 5 45.5% 0 0% | O 0% 8 | 32.000
Total 13 | 100%| 11 100% 0 0% | 1| 100%| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Dafdarehouse

Prepared:October 221
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2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Total Time Spent in Shelter Care Placements

RACE/ETHNICITY

White AAn:rtlaii:Zn Hispanic All Other Total
DURATION N % N % N % N % N %
No Placements 7 53.8%| 6 | 54.3%| O 0% 0 0% | 13 | 52.0%
30 days or less 4 30.8%| 2 | 182 | O 0% 0 0% | 6 | 24.0%
31 to 180 days 2 5.4%| 3 | 27.3% | O 0% 0 0% | 5 | 20.0%
over 180 days 0 0% | O 0% 0 0% 1 | 1006 1 | 4.0%
Total 13 100%| 11 | 100%| O 0% 1 | 100%| 25 | 100%

SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warelseu

Prepared:October 221
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APPENDIX: Additional Group Care and PMIC Data

2020/21 CohorEfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of Group Care Placements

RACE/ETHNICITY
White African- Hispanic All Other Total

NUMBER OF AR

PLACEMENTS N % N % N % | N % | N %

None 1 7. 2 1826 | O 0% 0 0% 3 | 1206

1 1 1. 7% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 4.0%

2to4 9 69.2% | 8 722 | 0 0% 1| 1006 | 18 | 72.00

5 or more 2 1546 | 1 9% | O 0% | 0 0% | 3 | 12.06

Total 13 100% | 11| 100% | O 0% 1| 100%]| 25 | 100%
SOURCE: low/Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohoiftemales by Race/Ethnicity and Number of PMIC Placements

RACE/ETHNICITY
White s Hispanic | All Other Total

NUMBER OF ATEgEl

PLACEMENTS N % N % N % N % N %

0 9 69.2% | 9 81.80| O 0% | O 0% | 18 | 72.0%

1 3 3P| 2 8.2 | 0 0% | 1 | 1006 | 6 | 24.0%

2 1 7.7 0 0% 0 0% | O 0% 1| 4.0%

Total 13 | 100%| 11 | 100%| O 0% | 1 | 100%| 25 | 100%
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221

2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethrity and Total Time Spent in Group Care

RACE/ETHNICITY
White AAn:rgs:Zn Hispanic All Other Total

DURATION N % N % N % N % N %

No Placements 1 8.3% 2 18.26 0 0% 0 0% 3 12.%%

180 days or less 2 | ™| 3 | 27.3%| O 0% | O 0% | 5 | 20.8%

181 to 365 days 2 6.7%| 4 36.4% | O 0% 0 0% 6 25.0%

over 365 days 7 | 583 2 | 182 | O 0% 1 | 1006| 10 | 41.%6

Total 12 | 100%| 11 | 100%| O 0% 1 100%| 24 | 100%
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221
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2020/21 Cohorfemales by Race/Ethnicity and Totdhle Spent in PMIC Placements

RACE/ETHNICITY
White AAn:rtlaii:Zn Hispanic All Other Total
DURATION N % N % N % N % N %
No Placements 9 | 69.2%| 9 | 818 | O 0% 0 0% | 18 | 72.0%
180 days or less 2 | 154 | 2 | B2% | 0 0% 1 | 1006| 5 | 20.0%
181 to 365 days 2 | 15.46| O 0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 8.0%
over 365 days 0 0% | O 0% 0 0% | O 0% | O 0%
Total 13 | 100%| 11 | 100%| O 0% 1 | 100%| 25 | 100%
SOURCE: lowa Justice Data Warehouse Prepared:October 221
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Appendix|: Serious, Violent and Chronic Juvenile Femaldebflers: Service and
System Recommendations for lowa, from the February 2017 lowa Females Justice
Initiative Report

These recommendations to create effective service and system elements for the small number of
serious, violent, and chronic juvenile femalgffenders are interconnected and should be considered
as a whole. All recommendations that follow are predicated on implementing practices and
approaches that are effective for females involved in the juvenile justice system. It is a foundational
premise inherent in these recommendations that they be developed and provided applying these
principles:

OFemale responsive approach in a singlender environment
OTraumainformed

OCulturally responsive

O0Developmentally appropriate

O0Criminogenic risk/need factors

To be clear, these recommendations do NOT support creation or construction of an institutite the

lowa Juvenile Home and State Training School for Females. Likewise, the principles above strongly
AEAOAOA ACAET OO AOAAOEIT 1T &£ A EAAEI EOU OEAO 1 EOOT «
School.

These recommendations are straightrward in their approach, seeking to achieve the servicea
placement of last resortz and system that many in the state have long sought for females. Critically,
this includes meeting the needs of this small group of high risk, high need females usinmigue
setting that combines best practices for females with the lowest level of security necessary to provide
for community protection.

delinquent youth with low risk youth resulting in negative effects for the low risk youth. Females who
do not need the highest level of service and supervision, assuming community safety is not an issue,
would be better served in a lower level setting appropriate forheir needs, preferably one that is
community based.

Females who do need the highest level of service should have access to a placement of last resort that
provides a balance of therapeutic services with protection of the safety of the girl, those arounerh

and the public when necessary. This service could be private and/or public. Keeping the girl close to
home is a priority; more than one setting could aid in achieving that aim.

The recommendations are of two types: service and system. Service recomdaions cover only the

placement of last resort for the serious, violent, and chronic female juvenile offenders. System

OAAT I T AT AAGETIT O 110A AOT AATU AAAOAOO OEA 1T AAAO 1/
placement of last resort. Recommendations arnot prioritized, but rather appear alphabetically.

SERVICE RECOMMENDATIONS
A placement(s) of last resort is necessary for young women involved in the juvenile justice system. This
level of residential setting could be in one location or in multiple labans, but should not mix low and
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high risk females. The primary benefit of multiple locations would be in easing connection between
young women, their families, and the communities to which they will be returning.

This setting must be single gender to bat its most effective. Female pathways into delinquency, their
abuse and trauma histories, as well as broader gend®sed experiences and expectations are among
the variations that distinguish them from their male counterparts and make singiender
environments optimal for this highest level of care. All recommendations in this section apply to that
singlegender type residential setting for serious, violent, and chronic female offenders.

1ACCESS AND ELIGIBILITY

ONo reject, no eject policy. This settqwill allow extended placement up to age 19% using lowa
Code section 232.53(4). Use the current criteria detailed in lowa Code section 232.52(2)e to establish
eligibility for placement in this setting. Further screening by Juvenile Court Services usirgltdwa
Delinquency Assessment and other tools, as is current practice, will assist the court in determining
who, of those eligible, require placement.

O0The lowa Legislature directs the Division of Criminal and Juvenile Justice Planning to convene a
group to write language revising lowa Code 232.52(2)e to accommodate for the placement of last
resort for females and ensure that the eligibility criteria arguitably narrow and appropriate for only
serious, violent, and chronic offenders. This new language should be written with consideration of
any potential impact on the State Training School for Boys.

2 ASSESSMENT

ORequire a current (within 30 days) lowBelinquency Assessment showing a moderate or high level
of risk (with exceptions for female sex offenders) and identified primary need areas prior to
admission.

00nce admitted, use one or more validated tools for further assessment that are female and
culturally responsive, trauma informed, and developmentally appropriate.

O0Use only assessment tools that have been validated by race and gender.

3EDUCATION

O0Access to commensurate curricula available to students in npfaility settings. Integrate the
treatment and education structures to ensure that femal@access to education while in this setting
is sufficient to get them to or keep them at grade level.

O0Assessment that goes beyond determining current grade level to include other educational needs
(e.g.,whether they do well in a classroom setting or respond better to individual instruction.)
OEducation should be provided through the local school district or Area Education Agency, which
would include Special Education programs and services.

O0Access to hitper level and college entrance level classes, and more equitable and marketable
vocational programs that lead to certification. Increase the level and quality of connection between
the treatment/education structure within this setting and the educationalettings immediately

before and after placement in this setting.

O0The residential setting should maintain a connection with the local public school to facilitate
involvement in extracurricular activities and to expand vocational opportunities.

4 FAMILY/SUPPORT SYSTEM ENGAGEMENT

OUse a combination of Family Team DeadsiMaking meetings, Youth Transition Decisievaking
meetings, telefamily therapy, MultiDimensional Family Therapy, and related best practices to
maximize family/support system engagement.
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O0Provide housing accommodations ogite and transportation for family visits/therapy sessions.
Incorporate proactive family after care components (e.g., chedks and support at intervals for a
minimum of 90 days after the end of placement).

5FUNDING

OResources proportionally equivalent to the same level of care affted to young men with similar
risks and needs using a budget structure that does not rely upon filling a certain number of beds.
OBuild in sufficient resources to allow for ongoing exploration of programmatic innovations and
continuous quality improvement.

6 MENTAL HEALTH

0Counseling/therapy by licensed professionals, individual psychiatric and psychological services are
provided onsite or are available without delay, and a contracted hospital stabilization unit for acute
mental health episodes is readilgtvailable and in close proximity to the facility.

70OVERSIGHT AND SECURITY
O0Apply third-party oversight using the structure currently applied to group foster care through the
Department of Inspections and Appeals with regulations/standards specific t@# a unique setting.
Particular emphasis should be placed on standards related to youth, professional, and public safety,
including best practices related to isolation and restraint, which curtails their use.
OUse a combination of secure and staff secufeee Definitions) options but with a primary emphasis
on staff secure as much it is safely possible. Harmaf§ approaches, deescalation techniques, and
trauma-informed security practices should be standard operating procedure.
0This setting for females sbuld provide an annual facility report and individual discharge reports
that, at a minimum, reflect:
--Hours of educational instruction provided; Hours of therapeutic intervention provided;
Number and amount of isolation/seclusion incidents and Numberps;, and length of
restraints used
0Seek regular outside evaluation and employ a specialist to research, operationalize, and conduct
further internal evaluation related to female and culturally responsive service provision and
environmental functioning that is traumanformed, developmentaly appropriate, and addresses
criminogenic risk/need factors. This specialist should also be responsible for conducting continuous
guality improvement activities that become an integrated part of the setting structure.

8 PROFESSIONAL TRAINING & EDUCATION

OMinimum education and experience standards for all levels of direct service, staff, who work with
young women: BA degree in a related field plus two years experience working with delinquent
females.

O0Female responsive, trauminformed, culturally responsie, and developmentally appropriate best
practice training is provided to all employees, not just direct service staff. It should be research
based, progressive, ongoing, result in an implementation plan, and be supported with additional
funding.

OEmployees should be evaluated for demonstration of these learned capacities, and fidelity to those
training models should be measured.

9 TREATMENT & THERAPEUTIC APPROACHES
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0Singlegender environment that uses proven therapeutic rather than contralriented types of
services with an emphasis on female responsive types of programming and which targets
criminogenic risk/need factors.

OUse research and/or evidenelkased services within this setting whenever possible and with fidelity
to the specified standards. For bbervices offered, access the Standardized Program Evaluation
Protocol process, the GendeResponsive Program Assessment Tool or another appropriate tool to
evaluate the effectiveness of the services being offered. (See Resources section.)

0The entire enwonment and all of its operations are created using a female and culturally
responsive lens which is traumformed and developmentally appropriate. (See Resources
section.)

SYSTEM RECOMMENDATIONS
All recommendations within this section relate to théarger system beyond a specific setting, but still
relate to serious, violent, and chronic female offenders.

1ACCESS AND ELIGIBILITY

O0Support current lowa Code 232.8(5)a which allows for ongoing involvement (follays services and
guidance from a JCO) with Juvenile Court Services up to age 21 on a voluntary basis.

OProvide additional funding to Juvenile Court Services to supplement tiwerk done with youth who
continue to access services up to age 21.

2 ASSESSMENT

OValidate all assessment tools by race and gender.

O0Use multiple tools in order to ensure any assessment is gender and culturally responsive, trauma
informed, and developmenally appropriate until such time as a single tool exists that encompasses
all of these elements.

3 COURT PROCESSING

dSupport Gone family, one judgé for all females formally involved in the juvenile justice system.
ORequire courtappointed attorneys to provide a report detailing time spent with the client and
whether he/she visited the client in placement (if applicable) to the judge at the adjudication and
disposition hearings. Allow the judge to appoint the juvenile another attorney if, based on the
report, the attorney has not visited with the client, other than a few minutes before the hearing,
and/or has not visited the client while in placement (if applicable).

OProvide fully funded Females Court (see Definitions) for all high risk and/or high need females and
females with moderate risk levels as appropriate. Areas that do not have a sufficient volume of
females to sustain a formal Females Court should institutialize the following practices: Explain all
court processes until the young woman clearly indicates understanding, allow the young woman to
ET OO AOAA OEA PATPI A xET EAOA AAAT I PATEAA EAO
places and people, useonsequences that are therapeutic and meaningful instead of simply punitive,
and give the young woman a real role in the decisiomaking process.

4 EDUCATION
OMake education credits easily identifiable and transferable.
OEstablish universal standards for the number and type of credits required for graduation.
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O0Existing planning groups (e.g., Education Collaborative, Juvenile Reentry Task Force) that are
addressng issues around delinquency and education must consider gender as they seek to improve
policy and practice.

5FAMILY FOSTER CARE

OEstablish contracted homes with foster parents who have the capacity and willingness to work with
moderate and high risk denquent females as well as low risk females who are high need. These
homes should receive higher levels of funding as well as targeted training, services, and support that
is female and culturally responsive, trauraaformed, and developmentally approprite. Also, respite
care should be readily available and provided in the home where the girl is residing.

6 FUNDING

OMove from a fluctuating per diem rate budget to a predetermined annual budget structure in all
group care settings and increase the reimbursement rate for service providers related to raised
expectations and to incentivize an increase in their capacitychoompetencies related to young
women with moderate to high risk and needs.

7PROFESSIONAL TRAINING & EDUCATION

OMinimum education and experience standards for all levels of direct service, staff, who work with
moderate to high risk and high need delinque females: BA degree in a related field or equivalent
experience.

OMake female responsive, trauminformed, culturally responsive, and developmentally appropriate
best practices training and technical assistance available for those working with femalethn
juvenile justice system by creating a State level position to coordinate and/or provide this assistance.
ORequire regularly scheduled female responsive, trauardormed, culturally responsive, and
developmentally appropriate best practice training foprograms/agencies that receive State funding
and are tasked with working directly with serious, violent, and chronic juvenile female offenders.
Training should be researchased, progressive, ongoing, result in an implementation plan, and be
supported with additional funding.
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